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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Strfct. NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

OCT 2 8 2003 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "bfoadcast flag' technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumef and cltlren l feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor lnnwatlon consumer rlghts and the ultlmab? 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust competltlw market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customer9 Allowlng mavle stuWstd veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thln#il regult In products that donlt necessarliy reflect what consumers like me 
actually want and It Could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor fUnCtlOnallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In OW-capable recelwrs 
and othef equlpment I wIII not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely 

Paul Harblson 
1776 Teller Street 38 
Lakewood, CO 80214 
USA ? 
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Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE , 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

RECEIVED 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N to watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. A5 a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Will-Harris 
Box 1209 
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956 
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Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

R€C€lV€D 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room, Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  Ihinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record N to  watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Shertzer 
21739 Silver Maple Dr 
Hensley, AR 72065 



Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Chainman Michael I2 Powell: 

Lwrence S. Root 
1823 Ivywood 
AnnArbor, MI44103 

RECEIVED 
OUT 2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Mice of the Secretary 

I ani writing to protest the new restrictions that the FCC is coilsidering that might d e  it difficult to record 
broadcast TV for educational purposes. I am often recording news clips and other educational programs for 
use in my classes. It would bc tcniblc loss if this was m longer possiblc. This is an important part of being 
able to bring cutrent events into the classroom and I would hate for this to be lost. 

Sincerely, 

Lwrence S. Root 

1 



Robert Lesko 
28 Avenue B 
New York 

Chainnan Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

RECEIVED 

UcT 2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretan, 

~ ~- 
Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged tltat the FCC 
would consider a rcgulation would restrict thc way I enjoy tclcvision. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my inteizst nor the public's interest. It will prevent me eon1 watchmg digital 
broadcast televisionin the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or ea& or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Futhamore, irconptters cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers lo 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-th-shelf computer pasts. 

If the move to digital television does not rnake the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer eleceonics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewfer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robeit Lesko 

1 
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October 2 1 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
1 4 5  12th Street,. NU 
kshington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consrimer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for inno:iation. consumer rights. and the 
illtimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market. for consumer electronics must. be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability t o  innovate for their ciistomers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't. necessarily reflect what. consumers like me actiially want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast. flag mandate. I ~ollld act.ually be less likely t.o 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I nil1 not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollymod Please do not 
mandat.e broadcast. flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Dade Pike 
1839 Birch Height,s C t  
Charlot.te. llC 2 R 2 1 3  
TJSA 
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October 21, 2003 

Chuman Michael I< Poxaxell 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NIT' 
Washington, D.C. 10554 

Dear Michael Pmvell, 

I am nmhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopbon of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgd 
telmsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, conrumec 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn'. 

A robust, compehbve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactuers' abhty to innovate fur 
thetr customers. Allowng mome studor  to veto features of DTKrecephon equipment uill enable the studtos to 
tell technalogsts what new products they can create. This ndl result In products that don't necessarily reflect 
vhat consumers hke me actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for infenor 
funchonalq 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make an mveshnent in DTWcapable 
receivers and other equipment. I a i l1  not pay more for dences that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology for  dgtal telemion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

David Stoddard 
6309 Tinbnhull Lane 
K'"auha.r., KC 26173 
UjA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high~resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Simmons 
7140 Stephenson-Levey Rd. 
Burleson, TX 76028 



To Page l  o f 1  2003-10-21 11 lO33(GMT) 16506181679 From 

Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission to  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict the w a y  I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be fa r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do  no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by making us buy  special-purpose D W  
devices that  a r e  m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fa i r -use implications o f t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record Tv to  watch later; clip a smal l  piece o f W  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
W program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apa r tmen t .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove th is  control  and flexibil i ty tha t  I en joy .  

I f  t h e  move  t o  digital television does not make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital e q u i p m e n t ? A  pret t ier  W picture is h a r d l y e n o u g h  reason fo r  m e t o d i s p e n s e  w i th  al l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer equipment .  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you to  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Kerr 
107 Horsepound Rd 
Carmel, NY 10512 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission to  vote against t h e  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television, 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living room. Please do  no t  
allow t h e  MPAAand its allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a r e  m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fa i r -use implications o f t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today 's  technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a smal l  piece o f W  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove th is  control and flexibil i ty tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does not make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard l yenough  reason for m e t o  d ispensewi th  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer equipment.  As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote t h e  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

S.M. GARCIA 
925 GREENCOVE DR 
Garland, TX 75040 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate, I can 
record n/ to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Neidrick 
363 Azalea Rd 
Mobile, AL 36609 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against thc adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
recordTV to watch later; clip a small piece of Tv and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 'IT' program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital equipmenl? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my currcnt consumcr electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadc.ast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing thc broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Wesley McMurtrey 
5801 North Colorado Avenue 
Kansas City, MO 64119 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast televisioil, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "bi-oadcart flag." I ani gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about thc fair-use implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be more than a passivc rccipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a sinall piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not niake the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipnient? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Hendron 
34055 yucaipa blvd #11 
Yucaipa, CA 92399 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As  a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can he more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough rcason for me to dispense with all my current consumer clcctronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Craig Myers 
3219 igthAve S 
Minneapolis, MN 55407 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Blodgett 
20 Sawyers Lane 
Tewksbury, MA 01876 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dcar Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag" I am gravely 
concerned that a bi-oadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about thc fair-usc implications ofthc broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be morc than a passive rccipiciit of coiitcnt - 1 can modify, crcatc, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an etiiail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at niy friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Raymond 
2012 Oakhusrt Dr 
Irving, TX 75061 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

A5 a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumer$ of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
o f  my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Fred G. Martin 
1595 Main S t  
Concord, MA 01742 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Henry Khachaturian 
6532 E. Redfield 
Scottsdale, AZ 85254 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t  at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a cunsumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough rcason for me to dispcnsc with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As  a citizen and consumer of broadc.ast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

James Lee Buchanan 
801 E. Armour Blvd. #go3 
Kansas City, MO 64109 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Austin Murkland 
462 south st 
Litchfield, CT 06759 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairnian Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consuiner of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about thc fair-usc implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can bc more than a passivc recipient of contcnt -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seenis designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Marc Ries 
490 Monterico Road 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

As a consumer of broadcast televisioil, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Comn~unications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "b1-oadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tlmt 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very conccrncd about thc fer-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be morc than a passivc recipient of content - 1 can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of niy child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartnient. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tracey Chance 
6507 Clubway 
Austin. TX 78745 



16506181679 From To Page1 of1 2003-1U21 16 39 16 (GMT) 

Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DNdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Hawthorne 
5166 Portland St. Burnaby BC CANADA 
Glendale, CA 91210 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can bc more than a passive recipicnt of content - I can modify, crcate, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fi-iend's apai-hnent. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

James Kollar 
9308 81st Street SW 
Lakewood, WA 98498 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NMT 
Washington, DC 205 j4 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against thc adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispcnse with all my current consumer clectronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Knapp 
5223 Pine Haven Dr., Cola Springs 
Colorado Springs, CO 80918 


